
Before t h e  Boa.rd of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

Appl ica t ion  No. 1 2 1 2 0  of Charles R.  Turchin, pursuamt t o  Sub-section 
8207.1  of t h e  Zoning Regulations,  f o r  a. variamce from t h e  use  
provis ions  (Sect ion 3105) t o  permit a. d o c t o r ' s  o f f i c e  where t h e  doctor  
does n o t x e s i d e  on t h e  premises i n  t h e  R-5-C D i s t r i c t  a . t  t h e  premises 
1740 New Ha.mpshire Avenue, N .  W. (Square 153, Lot 808). 

HEARING DATE: A p r i l  21, 1976 and  Ma.y 19, 1976 
DECISION DATE: May 25, 1976 

F I N D I N G S  OF FACT: 

1. T h e  proper ty  i s  1oca.ted i n  am R-5-C D i s t r i c t .  

2. The uses  permit ted as a. mat ter-of-r ight  i n  an R-5-C D i s t r i c t  
inc lude  s i n g l e  fa.mily dwell ings,  f l a . t s ,  mu l t ip l e  dwell ings,  rooming 
houses boa.rding houses h o s p i t a h  c l i n i c s  f o r  humans p r i v a t e  c lubs ,  
convalescent o r  nursing homes museums a.nd a r t  g a l l e r i e s  . 

3 .  The s u b j e c t  proper ty  i s  improved wi th  a t h r e e  s t o r y  p lus  
a t t i c  b r i c k  bui ld ing .  The ground f l o o r  i s  c u r r e n t l y  used a s  a. 
doc tor  I s o f f  ice. The upper f l o o r s  a n r e  c u r r e n t l y  va.ca.nt . The 
bu i ld ing  has been used a s  a. d o c t o r ' s  o f f i c e  f o r  eleven yea.rs. 
t o  t h a t  t i m e ,  t h e  bu i ld ing  was used a s  a. rooming house, 

P r i o r  

4. A d o c t o r ' s  o f f i c e  i s  permit ted i n  a. R-5-C D i s t r i c t  only 
where t h e  doctor  resides on t h e  premises. The a .ppl icant ,  whose o f f i c e  
i s  loca ted  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  bu i ld ing ,  has no t  res ided  on t h e  premises 
s i n c e  t h e  u s e  was commenced. 

5.  The app l i can t  o f f e red  no haxdship a s  t h e  basis f o r  t h e  
g ran t ing  of a. va-riance, o t h e r  than t h e  economic f e a s i b i l i t y  of 
renova.tion. 

6. The a.pplica.nt submitted testimony of a. con t r ac to r  a.nd a.n 
a.ppra.iser regaxding t h e  f e a . s i b i l i t y  of renova.ting t h e  bu i ld ing  f o r  
r e s i d e n t i a l  use. The Board f i n d s  nothing i n  t h i s  testimony which 
would indicake t h a t  such renovation would be impossible.  The s u b j e c t  
proper ty  i s  located i n  a n  a.rea. where t h e r e  has been substa.ntia.1 
r e s i d e n t i a l  reha .b i l i t a . t ion  i n  r ecen t  yea.rs. 

7 ,  The North Dupont Community Associat ion,  t h e  Dupont C i r c l e  
C i t i z e n s  Associastion and t h e  1600 S Street  Assoc ia t ion  a.11 opposed 
t h e  appl ica . t ion,  pr imari ly  on t h e  grounds t h a t  t h e  bu i ld ing  could be 
a.nd should be used f o r  res ident ia .1  purposes. 



BZA NO, 12120 
Pa.ge 2 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND O P I N I O N :  

T h e  Boa.rd concludes t h a . t  the  requested va.ria.nce is a use  
va.riance, t h e  g ran t ing  of which r equ i r e s  t h e  showing of a. ha-rdship 
due t o  unique circumstances p e c u l i e r  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  proper ty ,  The 
Boa.rd concludes tha.t  t h e  a.pplica.nt has f a i l e d  t o  demonstrate t h a t  
such a ha.rdship ex is t s ,  The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  a.pplica.nt ha.s 
no t  demonstrated tha. t  rea.sona.ble u s e  cannot be ma.de of t h e  proper ty  
f o r  a.ny of t h e  uses  permit ted i n  an R-5-C D i s t r i c t ,  
ordered t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  be DENIED,  

I t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  

VOTE : 

4-0 (Leona.rd L ,  McCFnts, W i 1 l i a . m  F, McIntosh, W i 1 l i a . m  S, Ha.rps 
and Ruby B ,  M c Z i e r  t o  deny, L i l l a  Burt  Cummings, Esq. 
no t  vo t ing ,  no t  ha-ving hea.rd t h e  c a s e )  

BY ORDER OF THE D ,  C ,  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

STEVEN E. SHER, Acting 
Secreta.ry t o  t h e  Board 

JUN 22 1976 FINAL DATE OF ORDER: 


